misinterpreted our bond order-lengthstrength ͑BOLS͒ correlation mechanism 2,3 and then derived that if the BOLS correlation holds, the lattice parameter of the ZnMnTe nanosolid should be equal to that of the bulk with large surface strain rather than the ϳ8% contraction ͑for the 12.5 nm sized particle͒ as they measured using x-ray diffraction. Clarification of this misderivative is necessary.
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The BOLS correlation based on the earlier conventions 4 -6 of atomic-CN-atomic-radius correlation was proposed for the anomalous behavior of surface and nanosolid, which states that:
͑1͒ The termination of the lattice periodicity in the surface normal has two effects. One is to create a potential barrier at the surface and the other is to reduce the coordination number ͑CN͒ of the surface atom. The potential barrier confines electrons or holes moving inside the solid but the confinement does no matter with the lattice constant.
͑2͒ The CN imperfection of an atom results in spontaneous contraction of the remaining bonds of the lowercoordinated atom 4 -6 associated with magnitude increase of the binding energy or enhancement of the bond strength.
͑3͒ The BOLS correlation contributes not only to the cohesive energy (E coh , single bond energy multiplies the atomic CN͒ of the lower-coordinated surface atom but also to the energy density in the relaxed region. The former determines the thermodynamic behavior of the lowercoordinated atom and the solid as well such as critical temperature for phase transition and liquidation;
7 the latter provides perturbation to the Hamiltonian that determines the entire band structure such as the bad gap, core level position and band width. 3 There has been profound evidence for bond contraction at a surface or in a situation where the atomic CN reduces and its enormous effect of physical properties of nanosolids ͑see Refs. 3, 6, 7, and citations therein͒. Most strikingly, density functional theory calculations 8 reveal that the dimmer bond of Ni, Cu, Ag, Au, Pt, and Pd contracts by 10%-15% in the single atomic chain compared with the corresponding fcc bulk values associated with 2-3 times enhancement of the E coh per bond when the monatomic chain of these metals forms. A 12%-15% contraction of the Fe-Fe and Ni-Ni bond at the surface has been found to enhance the magnetization momentum of the Fe and Ni atom by 15%-27% compared with the bulk values. 9, 10 Based on the BOLS premise, the relative change of the mean lattice constant (d) of a nanosolid can be attributed to arising from nothing more than the CN-imperfection-induced bond contraction. The magnitude of change depends on the portion of surface atoms that varies with the shape and size of the solid. The mean lattice contraction of a nanosolid, as one can measure, follows the relation:
where d(ϱ) is the lattice constant of the bulk; c i being the bond contraction coefficient depends on the effective CN ͑or z i ) of the specific atom, and ␥ i is the number (N) or volume (V) portion of the ith atomic layer over the entire solid of any shape. The i counts up to three from the outermost atomic layer to the center of the solid as no CN reduction is expected when iϾ3. The ͚ iр3 ␥ i drops in a D Ϫ1 fashion from unity to infinitely small when the solid dimension (D) grows from atomic scale to macroscopic scale. With a known shape and size and the atomic diameters of the constituents of a nanosolid, one can easily estimate the lattice contraction of a nanosolid with Eq. ͑1͒. In the particular ZnMnTe case in which the nanosolid was assumed as a spherical dot with diameter D, the diameters of the constituent atoms are taken as 1.306͑Zn͒, 1.379͑Mn͒, and 1.350͑Te͒, respectively, and the effective CN of the outermost three atomic layers are as 4, 6, and 8.
2,3 Calculation results listed in Table I agree fairly well with the observation (ϳ8% contraction for D Ϸ12.5 nm ZnMnTe solid͒ and show that the lattice constant reaches its bulk value only when the solid dimension is sufficiently large. At the lower end of the size limit, the mean lattice contraction of the solid approaches the extent of a dimmer bond contraction of the same atomic constituents. Furthermore, predictions based on the BOLS premise also agree with the observed trends of lattice contraction for 
